Supplemental Material, Methods
In this supplemental methods section we provide additional detail on several SES measures and modeling approaches used in this study.
Socioeconomic status
Individual SES variables: In addition to the four individual SES variables described in the methods section (income, wealth, education and occupation), we also examined the incomewealth index and working outside the home. The income-wealth index was specified as a 9 point scale (0 being the lowest level of income and no assets and 8 being the highest level of income and all 4 assets) was the sum of a 5 category income variable and the 5 point wealth index. The income-wealth index was described in depth previously (Hajat et al. 2010) . Participants who reported being employed either full or part-time or who were retired but working for pay or volunteering were classified as working outside the home, while those who never worked outside the home, were employed but not currently working, were unemployed or retired and not working were classified as not working outside the home. Work outside the home and the income-wealth index are not presented here because the other individual SES variables were more representative of the 4 domains of SES.
Neighborhood SES index:
The 16 variables included in the principal components analysis were: percent of occupied housing units, percent of housing units that are owner occupied out of total housing units, median value of occupied housing units, percent of housing units without telephone, percent of housing units without vehicle, percent living in same house in 1995, percent of person 25 or older with at least high school education, percent of persons 25 or older with at least a Bachelor's degree, percent unemployed among civilians 16 and over in the labor force, percent of civilians 16 and over not in the labor force, percent with management, professional and related occupation, median household income, percent households with household income greater than $50,000, percent of households with interest, dividends, or net rental income, percent of households with public assistance and percent of persons below the poverty level.
Modeling approaches
Priors for ICAR model: Prior specifications for the conditional and marginal variance were set to 0.05. Prior specification can be difficult for the conditional variance because of its conditional rather than marginal interpretation (Fong et al. 2010) . Thus a range of other priors were tested; they are: 0.5, 0.1, 0.01, 0.005 and 0.001. These priors were used for both the conditional and marginal variances. In general parameter estimates changed only at the third decimal place and beyond. These small changes would not affect the conclusions of the study.
Multilevel Models:
In addition to the spatial ICAR models, we used multilevel models to account for the clustering of individuals within neighborhoods. Multilevel models assume that people living within the same census tracts are more similar to each other than persons living in different tracts, but do not make assumptions about the relationship between census tracts as ICAR models do. Multilevel models are similar to ICAR models in that they are also random effects models. αεβThe equation for the multilevel model is below: estimates for family income and wealth index refer to a one unit increase in the z-score for these variables, which were originally ordinal variables that were transformed into z-scores (see methods section for more details).
Supplemental Material, family income, wealth index and education refer to a one unit increase in the z-score for these variables, which were originally ordinal variables that were transformed into z-scores (see methods section for more details). h Management occupation is a dichotomous variable (management versus non-management occupations). i Parameter estimates for neighborhood SES variables refer to a one-standard deviation unit increase in that variable.
